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in case of an amercement by a mixed jury, half named out of
their own body. The privileges of the towns advanced very
little further than this during the thirteenth century : but at
the beginning of it the principle of representation and election
was thus applied to them.

No idea of summoning the towns to appear before the king
by their representatives can be traced higher than the reign of
John. Before and after this a select number of wealthy bur-
gesses may have occasionally attended the royal councils.
They would, however, have no representative character what-
ever ; nor is there any trace of their magistrates, to whom such
a character would belong, being summoned to Parliament, as
they were to the States-General in France by Philip the Fair.
The first notice of a united representation occurs in 1213, when
John summoned the representatives of the demesne lands of
the crown to estimate the compensation to be paid to the
plundered bishops. By a writ to the sheriffs, they are directed
to send to S. Albans four men and the reeve from every town-
ship in demesne. In this may be distinctly traced a connexion
with the county court representation of earlier and later
times.1 The assembly so constituted met, and is dignified by
Wendover with the title of a council; the archbishop, bishops,
and magnates being present at it. It is indeed the assembly
to which, through the justiciar, John proposed the restoration
of the laws of Henry I. From this date, however, to the
parliament of Simon de Montfort, we find no representative
element beyond the knights of the shire appearing in the
national assembly : nor can this case be taken as more than
pointing the way to the later system. The taxation was still
a matter of arrangement with the officers of the exchequer,
and for no other purpose were the towns likely to be consulted.
The summons of Simon de Montfort was directed to the citizens

1 The truth of this story is in dispute. Wendover almost certainly
mistook the nature of the assembly. See Eng. Hist. Review, xx. p. 289 ;
xxi. p. 297.